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Introduction
This paper considers the boundaries of academic practice and draws attention to the 'surprise' instances of user engagement. In doing so, it reflects on the fluidity between research, volunteering, and everyday life. There is a growing literature within geography that advocates engaging 'public geographies' (Fuller 2008; Fuller and Askins 2007; Fuller and Askins 2010; Hawkins et al 2011) , experiments with various collaborative writing projects and non-academic 'outlets' (Mitchell 2008; mrs kinspaisby 2008; Thrift 2002) and calls for working with people rather than for them or about them (Gregory 2005; Johnson and Pratt 2010) . This paper considers the surprise and unforeseen opportunities of user engagement that may emerge in the midst of research. Rather than reviewing work on disciplinary engagements with different 'publics' and geography's reach (Harris 2011), here I consider the practice and politics of public historical geographies as part of a wider argument about voluntarism and its role in the research process. Indeed, framing this discussion in terms of public historical geographies may also be surprising: there is relatively little work on the engagements of historical geographers with various non-academic communities (although see Merriman 2010) and this paper aims to expand understandings of these relationships through considering voluntarism and uniquely historical themed activities.
To do so, I draw on two examples of unexpected engagement that emerged whilst undertaking my doctorate on the cultural-historical geographies of scouting in the UK: to be a curator and to create an archive. Whilst these are activities and spaces associated with historical geography, the observations in this paper about research practice, volunteering and the 'unexpected' are pertinent across the discipline. This discussion is timely and relevant: contested concepts of 'user engagement', 'non-academic communities', 'knowledge exchange' and 'impact' are shaping research practice, design and dissemination (see In exploring these questions, this paper makes two broad contributions to academic debates and geographical knowledge. First, it seeks to expand understandings of public geographies to include historical engagements and collaborations, as well as the complex and often conflicted subjectivities that emerge whilst researching and volunteering. Second, it highlights the unplanned and unforeseen examples of 'user engagement' that particular systems (for example the upcoming Research Excellence Framework in 2014 1 ) often conceive as pre-written into grants, and in doing so, opens up an important discussion about definitions and understandings of 'user engagement' that will be increasingly significant in the future academic landscape (on unplanned forms of participation see Kraftl and Horton 2007) .
In the first section, this paper explores some of the literature and debates around 'public Leicester. For the purpose of this paper, however, I reflect on two collaborative experiences of public historical geographies that were unplanned and emerged during the 'messy' stages of PhD research -voluntary activities that ran alongside fieldwork and writing. Indeed, many research projects are now framed as 'public' from the very start, with distinct research outputs for non-academic communities. This paper offers a different perspective on these debates through uniquely historical themed examples and surprises. I want to create space to reflect critically on the difficulties and challenges of expectations, demands, failures and regrets involved in 'public geographies' as a volunteer, themes discussed in the final concluding section of this paper, which also suggests future research avenues.
Public Geographies and User Engagement
Recent In now turn to the two examples to illustrate how these distinct engagements 'came about' unexpectedly, through invitations, dialogues and collaborations, and how they continue to 'appear' in both my academic and personal life, in order to illustrate this paper's argument about a more broadly defined understanding of user engagement activities and to highlight the role of surprise and the unexpected.
"Would you mind…?": The Exhibition
The first It really was a case of 'learning by doing' as a novice and being thrown in the deep endlistening to advice from staff at the Museum and collaboratively deciding with them and the small group of three helpers from the Scout Group about the look and 'feel' of the exhibition.
In similar ways to my later experience of fieldwork at the archive of the Scout Association, the exhibition was not simply a 'repository' but informed contemporary practices of research identified how entwined all of these activities were. I unexpectedly gained valuable contacts in local history and scouting circles and it provided me with an opportunity to listen and engage with local people about scouting memories.
In many ways, the exhibition was the catalyst for research ideas and other explicit academic 'benefits'. Some of the material that was lent for the exhibition I collected as 'data' (with permission from owners) and have drawn upon this material in my thesis and conference papers. Indeed, the first 'writing' of my PhD was the boards and description cards for the exhibition -writing for a non-academic and general audience. Surprise findings included photographs of 3 rd Aberystwyth Scout Group that leaders and the committee had not encountered before. For everyone involved in the exhibition, these photographs and other objects became enfolded back into the lives of the Scout Group: displayed in the Scout Hut, printed out for retired leaders and prompted memories that again appeared in conversations with volunteers, young people and colleagues.
However, in other ways, this project was challenging and thought-provoking. I had a number of doubts: was I, and the other helpers, really best placed to do this? We had no experience in putting together an exhibition and there were other students in Museum Studies that would have been far more qualified. I felt the pressure of delivering a useful and engaging exhibition that had room for critical reflections on the organisation. I worried about the responsibility of having items of local people's precious scout memorabilia in my living room and being entrusted with delivering an event (indeed, a different set of emotions from those of hope and excitement mentioned earlier in the paper Whereas the exhibition outlined in the previous section was a collaborative project that I led and had to 'sell' to the museum, this archival project was a case of being directly invited to help with something that had an explicit connection to research material. It was something the trustees had identified as needing to be done in order to eventually relocate the archive for wider public access and practical safety concerns. In doing so, this project again assisted me as a researcher to engage with, and collect, material, as well as gain a sense of the wider processes and practices of historical research. Instead of following my own intuition about what should be in the exhibition, here I had a very specific brief and remit to complete a task.
The WSC covered the expenses of several trips to their Headquarters and I would make these trips between postgraduate teaching and research commitments. I sifted through dusty boxes, handwritten logs and word processed folders to produce an electronic spreadsheet cataloguing their entire collection. Each item in 'The Back Cupboard' had to be 
Conclusion
This paper has highlighted the role of voluntarism in the emergence and execution of public (historical) geographies with non-academic users. In doing so, it makes an argument for considering how 'surprises', and the unexpected, shape and influence research practices and the process of research. This is also part of a much broader argument for academics to
consider more of what we do as influencing our research and our roles, and to highlight the various spaces where these identities emerge and shape each other. Drawing on two specific examples of an exhibition and an archive, this paper has sought to open up debate on the role of the researcher as volunteer. It is also important to state that my sense of responsibility with these engagements has not ended with the completion of my doctoral research; indeed, my current research activities have built on these relationships, collaborations and emotional attachments to these and other similar groups. Indeed, I would argue that we often put ourselves in research positions because of our interests, motivations and politics and that these usually align with our decisions to 'take up voluntarism' or opportunities that may present themselves. Crucially though, I argue that these can be surprising in their emergence rather than surprising in the sense of random involvement or unlikely alignments with our positionalities Here, I want to propose future directions for discussion on these topics. 
